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Shallow Baltic Sea bays undergo a process of morphometric isolation from the sea due to 
post-glacial land uplift. Recent studies have documented that both flora and fauna commu-
nities change along this gradient. Changes in taxon composition may in turn alter feeding 
ecology and trophic relationships. In addition, the relative importance of energy from ter-
restrial sources may increase with bay isolation. In accordance with previous studies, we 
found a change in the community composition of both flora and fauna with bay isolation. 
Results of a stable-isotope analysis (δ13C, δ15N) suggested that epiphytes and periphyton 
are the major carbon sources for most benthic primary consumers, but that their importance 
in relation to angiosperms and charophytes decreased with bay isolation. The results also 
indicated that filter feeders utilize terrestrially-derived carbon, but its importance could 
not be critically related to bay isolation. Trophic positions of the consumers were similar 
across the bay isolation gradient.
Introduction
Northern Scandinavia is subjected to a post-
glacial land uplift, whereby land is continuously 
rising (maximum 10 mm year–1), resulting in 
a constant change in coastline and archipelago 
morphometry (Påsse and Andersson 2005, Ber-
glund et al. 2009, Argus and Peltier 2010). 
The land uplift is considerably enhanced by 
sedimentation (maximum 5 mm year–1, Ingmar 
1975; see also Åse 1994, Berglund et al. 2009). 
In the land-uplift process, coastal bays are con-
tinuously formed, slowly become shallower, 
and eventually become land. Often, formation 
of thresholds in the bay openings results in 
wave-protected lagoon-like bays that gradually 
become more isolated from the sea over time. 
These shallow sheltered lagoon-like bays have 
been identified as ecologically important habitats 
in the Baltic Sea. They harbour a high species 
diversity of both macrophytes (Munsterhjelm 
1997, Rosqvist et al. 2010) and invertebrates 
(Hansen et al. 2008), and constitute important 
reproduction areas for a number of fish species 
(Karås 1999, Snickars et al. 2009). Like many 
other coastal habitats, the sheltered Baltic Sea 
bays are strongly influenced by anthropogenic 
pressures, such as increased nutrient inflow from 
land, boating activities, and dredging (Eriksson 
et al. 2004, Munsterhjelm 2005, Sandström et al. 
2005). To manage these anthropogenic threats, 
it is crucial to understand consequences of the 
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gradual isolation of the bays from the sea, with 
resulting changes in abiotic conditions, for the 
ecological processes in the bays.
Several recent studies have documented that 
macrovegetation (Munsterhjelm 1997, Appel-
gren and Mattila 2005, Rosqvist et al. 2010) as 
well as communities of zooplankton (Scheinin 
and Mattila 2010), macroinvertebrates (Hansen 
et al. 2008), and fish (Snickars et al. 2009) 
change as bays are more isolated from the sea. 
Both taxon composition and population densities 
differ significantly between open and enclosed 
bays. Such changes in abundance and taxon 
composition may in turn alter feeding ecol-
ogy and trophic relationships. For example, the 
decrease in plant biomass, taxon number, and 
amount of ephemeral algae with increased topo-
graphic isolation of bays from the sea (Hansen 
et al. 2008) represents a changed resource base 
for primary consumers. Littoral herbivorous con-
sumers in the Baltic Sea, such as Gammarus 
oceanicus and Idotea balthica, are known to 
consume both ephemeral algae and coarse algae 
or angiosperms (Goecker and Kåll 2003, Kotta et 
al. 2004, Orav-Kotta and Kotta 2004, Boström 
and Mattila 2005). Although ephemeral algae are 
often the preferred food (Goecker and Kåll 2003, 
Kotta et al. 2004, Orav-Kotta and Kotta 2004, 
Boström and Mattila 2005), these consumers 
may change diet when the composition of pri-
mary producers changes. Apart from changes in 
internal primary production, the relative impor-
tance of allochthonous terrestrial organic matter 
as energy source may increase with increased 
bay isolation as the inflow from land run-off 
can be expected to increase relative to seawater 
inflow. Terrestrial input can add considerable 
organic material to coastal food webs (Chanton 
and Lewis 2002, Attrill et al. 2009), but its role 
in lagoon-like land-uplift bays in the Baltic Sea 
has not been investigated.
Stable isotopes have frequently been used 
to study the often complex food webs in coastal 
lagoons and estuaries, with a large diversity 
of potential food sources (Chanton and Lewis 
2002, Fry 2006 and references therein, Attrill 
et al. 2009, Fox et al. 2009). The stable isotope 
ratios of carbon (C) and nitrogen (N) of primary 
producers are affected by their habitat, their C 
and N sources, their biochemical structure, and 
the photosynthetic process and typically differ 
clearly between terrestrial and aquatic primary 
producers and between different aquatic pri-
mary producers (reviewed in Peterson 1999, 
Fry 2006). The stable isotope ratios of consum-
ers reflect the stable isotope composition of 
their food sources, though with some predictable 
change due to isotopic fractionation (Fry 2006). 
A stable-isotope analysis can, therefore, be used 
to estimate the relative importance of primary 
producers, with different isotopic signals (e.g., 
seagrass/ephemeral algae, phytoplanktic/benthic 
algae, and aquatic/terrestrial producers) for con-
sumers (Moncreiff and Sullivan 2001, Chan-
ton and Lewis 2002, Fry 2006 and references 
therein), and to test for spatial and temporal 
variability in resource utilization and trophic 
position of the consumers (Fox et al. 2009, 
Nord ström et al. 2009).
To the best of our knowledge, no study has 
previously investigated effects of the land-uplift-
induced bay isolation gradient on macroveg-
etation, macroinvertebrates, plankton, and fish 
simultaneously, or investigated stable isotope 
ratios to examine the food-web structure in shal-
low sheltered Baltic Sea bays. In the present 
study, we first examine whether the biomass or 
abundance and taxon composition of flora and 
fauna change in relation to the bay isolation gra-
dient. Second, we explore whether there is also 
a change in the food-web structure of the bays 
along the isolation gradient, using stable isotope 
ratios of C and N.
Material and methods
We analysed data from a four-year monitoring 
program (2004–2007) of macrovegetation and 
young-of-the-year fish in six bays (Fig. 1) in a 
newly established marine protected area (2007) 
in the western Baltic Sea. Each bay was sur-
veyed in each of the four years except one bay, 
which was not visited in 2005 (Bay A, Fig. 1). 
In addition, in 2007, we conducted biomass 
sampling of macrovegetation and macroinver-
tebrates, and sampled zooplankton. These bays 
represent a gradient in bay isolation, ranging 
from open, moderately wave-exposed bays to 
enclosed, very wave-protected bays. All samples 
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were collected in August. For the stable-isotope 
analysis, we used the numerically most dominant 
taxa of functional groups that were present in 
all bays along the bay isolation gradient. The 
local anthropogenic pressure in the study area 
is limited. The area is sparsely populated with 
only a few houses, and only one of the studied 
bays has a house and a jetty along its shore (bay 
C, Fig. 1). The study area is located outside 
the catchment area of municipal sewage dis-
charged from southern Stockholm (Savage and 
Elmgren 2004) and the post-glacial land-uplift 
rate is approximately 3–4 mm year–1 (Påsse and 
Andersson 2005).
Environmental variables
The level of bay isolation was identified using 
the site scores of the first axis of a principal 
component analysis (PCA; ‘Vegan’ package in 
R 2.10.1, R Development Core Team 2009, 
Oksanen et al. 2009) of the two factors topo-
graphic openness and wave exposure. The total 
inertia of the PCA was 2, and the eigenvalue of 
the first axis was 1.7. Topographic openness (E
a
) 
of the bays was calculated as:
 E
a
 = 100A
t
/a (1)
where A
t
 is the smallest cross-section area of 
a bay connected to the sea, and a is the water 
surface area of the bay (Persson et al. 1994, 
Håkansson 2008). The cross-section area, A
t
, 
was calculated from depth and distance meas-
urements in the field. Water surface area, a, was 
calculated from aerial photographs using GIS 
methods in ArcView 3.2 (ESRI, Redlands, CA). 
The topographic openness function as a predic-
tor of surface-water retention time (Håkansson 
2008), which affects factors such as water tem-
perature, particle sedimentation, and internal and 
external nutrient loading. Wave exposure was 
used to account for the coastal morphometry 
just outside the bay and level of shelter provided 
by islands and capes affecting waves reaching 
Fig. 1. map of study area in the Baltic sea. sampled bays are indicated by letters a–F. right-hand-side inset figures 
show survey line transects for bay D. the upper right-hand-side inset figure shows transects for survey of macro-
phyte cover and sampling of young-of-the-year fish. crosses indicate sampling locations for zooplankton, periphy-
ton, and particulate and sedimentary organic matter (Pom and som). the lower right-hand-side inset figure shows 
transects for macrophyte, epiphyte, and macroinvertebrate biomass sampling, with small solid circles indicating 
sampling locations. the scale line in the upper right-hand-side inset figure indicates 200 m.
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the bays. Level of wave exposure at the bay 
opening will in turn, in addition to topographic 
openness, affect the water exchange rate of the 
bays. Wave exposure was estimated using a sim-
plified wave model (SWM; Isæus 2004), which 
calculates the wave impact from fetch and wind 
data in 25 ¥ 25-m grids using digital nautical 
charts and GIS methods. Fetch is an estimate of 
the distance over which waves can potentially 
collect wind energy before reaching a site. The 
wind speeds used in the model were the mean 
wind speeds in 16 directions over a five-year 
period (1998–2003) measured at a meteorologi-
cal station located approximately 20 km east 
of the study area. Values representing the wave 
exposure at the bay openings were calculated 
as the mean exposure of a 50 ¥ 50-m grid at the 
openings. The SWM has been proven to provide 
useful wave-exposure estimates in several stud-
ies (e.g., Eriksson et al. 2004, Sandström et al. 
2005, Snickars et al. 2009), and apart from the 
hydrological movements and forces created by 
waves, it functions as a proxy for factors such 
as water temperature and particle sedimentation.
In addition, salinity and turbidity were meas-
ured at a depth of 0.5 m in three locations in the 
central part of each studied bay on each monitor-
ing occasion. Salinity was measured in practical 
salinity units (PSU) and turbidity in nephelom-
etric turbidity units (NTU). The environmental 
data are listed in Table 1.
Macrovegetation
Macrovegetation was divided into two func-
tional groups: coarsely structured algae and 
angiosperms (hereafter, ‘macrophytes’) and 
ephemeral, mainly epiphytic, algae (hereafter, 
‘epiphytes’). The percentage cover of macro-
phytes was surveyed using the method for veg-
etation surveys in the European Union Natura 
2000 habitats ‘lagoons’ and ‘large shallow inlets 
and bays’ in Sweden (habitat codes 1150 and 
1160; Persson and Johansson 2007), a method 
similar to that of Snickars et al. (2009) and 
Rosqvist et al. (2010). Macrophyte composi-
tion was surveyed by a free diver along paral-
lel transect lines that extended perpendicular 
to the length axis of the bays (Fig. 1). The 
first transect line was located 10 m from the 
innermost shore (outside reed belts, if present); 
the second transect line was located approxi-
mately 50 m from the first one, and the rest of 
the transect lines approximately 50 m from the 
previous ones until the entire bay was surveyed. 
A final line was located across the bay opening 
towards the sea. The percentage cover of mac-
rophytes was estimated every 10 m along the 
transect lines within a 0.5 ¥ 0.5-m square, using 
a continuous percentage scale individually for 
each taxon (i.e., total cover could exceed 100% 
if the macrophytes overlapped). Average cover 
over the years was calculated for each macro-
phyte species and for all species combined in 
each bay. Percentage cover of epiphytes was not 
examined in the survey. Depth at the position of 
each square was measured to the nearest 0.1 m 
and used for calculations of the mean and maxi-
mum bay depths (Table 1).
Biomass of macrophytes and epiphytes was 
measured by sampling according to the method 
Table 1. morphometric characteristics, salinity and turbidity for the bays included in the study. Bays are ranked 
according to isolation scores (index a–F). topographic openness and bay isolation score are dimensionless.
Bay Bay topographic ln(wave exposure) mean max area isolation salinity turbidity
index name openness (m2 s–1) depth depth (ha) score (PsU) (ntU)
    (m) (m)
a hamnhamn 0.615 12.4 1.1 2.5 1.4 –0.99 6.0 1.1
B Gräshålet 0.673 10.8 1.1 1.9 1.8 –0.73 6.1 0.8
c svarthålet 0.505 7.7 0.9 3.2 2.2 –0.15 5.9 4.9
D Kuggviken 0.288 7.2 1.1 2.0 5.0 0.06 6.0 5.4
e lermaren 0.007 6.6 1.0 4.9 2.5 0.88 5.8 1.0
F stenmarsfladen 0.006 6.3 0.7 1.3 3.7 0.93 6.1 1.1
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of Hansen et al. (2008). Samples were taken 
along three transects in each bay: one in the inner 
part, one in the middle part, and one in the outer 
part of the bay (Fig. 1). Transects were located 
perpendicular to the shoreline, extending from 
the shore to the deeper central area of the bay. 
Each transect was divided into three depth inter-
vals relative to the maximum depth of the bays; 
a sample was taken from a randomly selected 
vegetation patch in each interval. Only vegetated 
areas were sampled. The samples were collected 
by a free diver using a net bag (1-mm mesh size) 
mounted on a 0.17 ¥ 0.17-m frame with shears 
underneath. The sampler was pulled over a stand 
of macrophytes at each sampling site. The mac-
rophytes were cut a few centimetres into soft-
bottom substrates or at the surface of hard-bottom 
substrates. Samples were immediately transferred 
to plastic bags and stored under dark, cool condi-
tions until return to the laboratory, where they 
were deep frozen at –20 °C. Macrophytes and 
epiphytes were identified to species or genus and 
weighed after drying at 59 °C to constant weight.
Macroinvertebrates
Samples of phytal macroinvertebrates were col-
lected at the same time as the macrophyte bio-
mass samples (described earlier). The sampling 
method collected plant-associated animals and 
animals living just beneath the plants, but not the 
deep sediment infauna. The macroinvertebrates 
were sorted, counted, and identified to different 
taxonomic levels (species, genus or family). The 
two bivalve species Parvicardium hauniense and 
Cerastoderma glaucum were pooled (hereafter, 
‘Parvicardium hauniense’), as large proportions 
were juveniles, which are difficult to identify to 
the species level. The biomass of the animals 
was determined by multiplying the abundance of 
a certain taxon by a standard dry weight for that 
taxon in a specific size class (three size classes 
were used for all common taxa). These standard 
weights were taken from a previous study con-
ducted in similar habitats (Hansen et al. 2008) 
or from pooled samples of several individuals 
from all bays in the current study (dried at 59 °C 
to constant weight). The weights included the 
shells of the molluscs.
Zooplankton
Zooplankton were sampled at three locations in 
each bay: one in the inner part, one in the middle 
part, and one in the outer part of the bay (Fig. 1). 
During sampling, a 100-µm net was hauled ver-
tically from the sea bottom to the surface. The 
procedure was repeated several times, depend-
ing on depth, to acquire large enough quantities 
for the stable-isotope analysis. When the depth 
was less than 0.5 m, water was sampled using 
a bucket and poured through the nets. Samples 
were stored under dark, cool conditions in bot-
tles until return to the laboratory, where they 
were deep frozen at –20 °C until analysis. The 
zooplankton were sorted to taxonomic order 
(Copepoda and Cladocera) and counted under a 
microscope. Abundance was related to sample 
volume (i.e., density per litre was calculated).
Young-of-the-year fish
Young-of-the-year (YOY) fish were sampled 
using small underwater detonations that stunned 
all small fish within an area of approximately 
15 m2 (Sandström et al. 2005, Snickars et al. 
2007). The method allows sampling of fish up 
to a length of approximately 150 mm, with well-
developed swim bladders, in all types of habitats, 
including dense vegetation. Fish with a poorly 
developed swim bladder, or lacking one, were 
excluded from the study (i.e., flounders, Pleu-
ronectidae, and gobies, Gobius spp.). As several 
fish species sampled are associated with particu-
lar vegetation types, the sampling locations were 
randomized along the vegetation line transects 
in various types of habitats, depending on the 
vegetation composition and bathymetry data col-
lected before the fish sampling (Fig. 1), similar 
to the method of Sandström et al. (2005) and 
Snickars et al. (2009). The sampling locations 
were located > 30 m apart to ensure that they 
did not interfere with each other. The number of 
samples was chosen to account for differences in 
water surface area of the bays, ranging from 17 
in the smallest bays to 23 in the bay with largest 
surface area. During sampling, all stunned fish in 
the water were collected using a dip net, identi-
fied to species, and counted. Breams (Abramis 
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brama and Abramis bjoerkna) were pooled 
(hereafter, Abramis spp.), as these juveniles are 
difficult to identify to species level. An average 
catch per unit effort (CPUE) per bay and year 
was calculated for each taxon and for all taxa 
combined. Fish sampled in 2007 were used for 
the stable-isotope analysis and were deep frozen 
at –20 °C until preparations for the analysis.
Stable isotopes
Samples of macrophytes, epiphytes, macroin-
vertebrates, zooplankton, and YOY fish were 
selected for the analysis of stable isotopes of C 
and N. The numerically most dominant taxa of 
each functional group occurring in all bays were 
selected for analysis (Appendix). This means 
that only part of the food web was sampled. As 
the YOY-fish abundance differed considerably 
between bays in 2007, we could include only one 
family, Cyprinidae, that occurred in all bays. We 
included several taxonomically distinct taxa of 
each functional group when possible. Functional 
groups of invertebrates were determined accord-
ing to the classification of functional feeding 
modes of Merritt and Cummins (1984, 2006), 
which was developed for aquatic invertebrates in 
temperate regions with high levels of omnivory. 
We included three taxa of filtering collectors 
(Copepoda, Cladocera, and Parvicardium hau-
niense), two of scrapers (Theodoxus fluviatilis 
and Radix balthica), one of shredders (Gam-
marus spp.), two of gathering collectors (Chi-
ronomidae and Ostracoda), and two of predators 
(Odonata and Cyprinidae). In addition to these 
samples, periphyton, particulate and sedimen-
tary organic matter (POM and SOM), terrestrial 
plants growing near the shore (Alnus glutinosa 
and the herbs Tanacetum vulgare and Glaux 
maritima), and the emergent reed Phragmites 
australis were sampled.
Periphyton, POM, and SOM were sampled 
at approximately the same locations where the 
zooplankton were sampled (Fig. 1). Periphy-
ton were sampled on plastic discs ( 120 mm) 
placed at a depth of 0.25 m and left for three 
weeks to be colonized. The organism community 
on the upper side of each disc was scraped off, 
deep frozen at –20 °C, and later dried at 59 °C 
for the stable-isotope analysis. All discs in bay 
E were lost. Particulate organic matter was sam-
pled with a 10-µm net using the same procedure 
as used for the zooplankton samples. The POM 
samples were filtered through Whatman GF/F 
filters (Whatman, Maidston, UK), deep frozen 
at –20 °C, and later dried at 59 °C for the stable-
isotope analysis. Sedimentary organic matter 
was sampled using a cylindrical acrylic sediment 
coring device (inner  64 mm). The top 5 mm of 
this sediment sample (excluding sand and visible 
living benthic organisms) was dried at 59 °C, 
ground to a fine powder, and used for the stable-
isotope analysis.
Macrophytes were cleaned from epiphytes, 
and only leaves or top thallii were used in the 
stable-isotope analysis. Similarly, only leaves 
were used in the stable-isotope analysis of the 
terrestrial plants and P. australis. Epiphytes were 
pooled in taxonomic groups of Chlorophyta, 
Phaeophyta, and Rhodophyta for analysis. Ani-
mals were freeze-dried and fish muscles were 
ground to a fine powder for the stable-isotope 
analysis. If possible, individuals were analysed 
as replicates, and muscle and cuticle tissue were 
used to avoid gut content in the analysis (Appen-
dix). In the case of small animals, however, 
whole bodies and pooled individuals were used 
per replicate because of their small individual 
weights (< 0.7 mg). For each functional group 
or taxon in each bay, three spatially separated 
samples were analysed. For some taxa with low 
biomass in the samples, fewer than three samples 
were analysed; for example, the two outermost 
samples of zooplankton (i.e., middle and outer 
samples) were always pooled. In addition, analy-
ses were conducted on two geographically sepa-
rated samples of terrestrial plants and P. australis.
The stable isotope ratios of C and N were 
measured at the UC Davis Stable Isotope Facil-
ity (University of California, Davis, CA) using 
a PDZ Europa ANCA-GSL elemental analyzer 
interfaced to a PDZ Europa 20-20 isotope ratio 
mass spectrometer (Sercon, Crewe, UK). Isotope 
ratios were calculated as deviations from the 
international limestone standard Vienna Pee Dee 
Belemnite (VPDB) (δ13C) and from atmospheric 
N (δ15N) in parts per thousand (‰) as follows:
 δ13C or δ15N = [(R
sample
/R
standard
) – 1] ¥ 103 (2)
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where R is 13C:12C or 15N:14N. The isotope sam-
ples were not pre-treated with acid.
Statistics
All statistical tests were performed using the 
software R 2.10.1 (R Development Core Team 
2009). Multivariate tests were performed using 
the ‘Vegan’ package in R (Oksanen et al. 2009). 
Linear regression was used to explore the effects 
of bay isolation on bay mean biomass of mac-
rophytes, macroinvertebrates, proportion of epi-
phyte biomass to total macrophyte biomass, and 
bay mean abundance of zooplankton and YOY 
fish. The data were tested for normality by the 
Shapiro-Wilk test and inspected for homogene-
ity of variances using residual plots. The ratio of 
epiphytic algal biomass to macrophyte biomass 
and the zooplankton abundance were ln-trans-
formed to meet assumptions for a parametric 
test. The criteria for a parametric test could not 
be fulfilled for all tested responses. However, 
in cases were assumptions could not be fulfilled 
(for vegetation cover and macroinvertebrate bio-
mass), tests on these response variables indicated 
no significant relation with bay isolation. Hence, 
there was no risk of committing a type I error.
A canonical correspondence analysis (CCA) 
was conducted to explore the effect of bay isola-
tion on taxon composition of macrophytes, mac-
roinvertebrates, and YOY fish. Before analysis, 
the mean macrophyte cover and YOY-fish abun-
dance were 2√-transformed, and the macroinver-
tebrate biomass was 4√-transformed, to reduce 
the influence of taxa with very high cover, abun-
dance, or biomass. Zooplankton (abundance) was 
not included in the analysis of macroinvertebrate 
composition. To explore whether the composition 
of the different taxonomic groups showed the 
same pattern in relation to the bay isolation gradi-
ent, we tested if there was a correlation between 
the dissimilarity matrices of macrophytes and 
macroinvertebrates or YOY fish using the Mantel 
test (Legendre and Legendre 1998).
A redundancy analysis (RDA) was conducted 
on δ13C and δ15N to investigate the effect of bay 
isolation on the stable isotope ratios of aquatic 
flora and fauna in the ecosystem. Mean δ13C and 
δ15N for each taxon or functional group per bay 
was used in the analysis. To achieve a balanced 
dataset including all sampled taxa and functional 
groups, a mean was calculated for a taxa or func-
tional group from all bays and used in the cases in 
which data were missing for one bay (Appendix).
A diet-mixing model (IsoError 1.04; Phillips 
and Gregg 2001) was used to estimate possible 
diet shifts along the bay isolation gradient for the 
consumers Theodoxus fluviatilis, Radix balthica, 
Gammarus spp., and Chironomidae. In diet-mix-
ing models, fractionation in stable isotope ratios 
between trophic levels must be considered. Frac-
tionation can vary considerably for consumers, 
depending partly on the food source (Vander 
Zanden and Rasmussen 2001, Vanderklift and 
Ponsard 2003, Caut et al. 2009). As the frac-
tionation factors were unknown to us, we used 
only δ13C in the model, since the stable isotope 
ratio of C generally displays smaller changes 
and variability between trophic levels than does 
that of N (Vander Zanden and Rasmussen 2001, 
McCutchan et al. 2003, Vanderklift and Ponsard 
2003). We used the mean fractionation of C for 
invertebrates (0.1), from a meta study by Vander 
Zanden and Rasmussen (2001), to calculate the 
proportions of epiphytes and periphyton in rela-
tion to three macrophytes as carbon sources in 
the diet of the consumers.
Results
Biomass and abundance
The mean macrophyte biomass decreased sig-
nificantly with increased bay isolation (r2 = 0.7, 
p < 0.05; Fig. 2a), while the mean macrophyte 
cover did not (Fig. 2b). The ratio of epiphytic 
algal biomass to total macrophyte biomass was 
highest in the two most open bays and tended 
to decrease with increased bay isolation (ln-
transformed, r2 = 0.6, p = 0.08; Fig. 2c). In con-
trast, both mean zooplankton abundance (ln-
transformed, r2 = 0.7, p < 0.05; Fig. 2d) and 
mean YOY-fish abundance increased (r2 = 0.7, 
p < 0.05; Fig. 2f) with increased bay isolation. 
The macroinvertebrate biomass was lowest in 
the most isolated bays, but there was no signifi-
cant relationship with the bay isolation gradient 
(Fig. 2e) as the bay with highest isolation score 
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had a low macroinvertebrate biomass. The plots 
indicate different relations between bay isolation 
and the various response variables. It should be 
noted that other functions than linear relations 
could apply, but because of the low number of 
bays sampled such functions were not tested.
Taxon composition
The taxon composition of macrophytes, mac-
roinvertebrates, and YOY fish changed signifi-
cantly along the bay isolation gradient (Table 2). 
Between 34% and 43% of the variation in taxon 
composition was explained by the constrained 
ordination axis. The difference in taxon compo-
sition of macrophytes between bays correlated 
with the difference in taxon composition of mac-
roinvertebrates (Mantel: r = 0.51, p < 0.05) and 
YOY fish (Mantel: r = 0.54, p < 0.05).
Macrophyte species that had their highest 
cover in open bays were the marine algae Fur-
cellaria lumbricalis, Chorda filum, and Fucus 
vesiculosus, as well as Tolypella nidifica, Ranun-
culus peltatus ssp. baudotii, and Ruppia cirrhosa 
(Fig. 3a). With increased bay isolation, cover of 
Myriophyllum spicatum, and especially of Chara 
baltica, Chara horrida, Chara tomentosa, and 
Najas marina increased. The decreased cover 
of F. vesiculosus can explain the decrease in 
macrophyte biomass with increased bay isola-
tion, as the biomass of this species was consid-
erably higher (mean 30.6 g DW sample–1) than 
that of other species more common in isolated 
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Fig. 2. relationship between bay isolation and bay mean (a) macrophyte biomass, (b) macrophyte cover, (c) ratio 
of epiphyte to macrophyte biomass, (d) zooplankton abundance, (e) macroinvertebrate biomass, and (f) YoY-fish 
abundance. With increasing bay isolation scores, bays are more isolated from the sea.
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Table 2. canonical correspondence analysis (cca) testing the effect of bay isolation on taxon composition of mac-
rophytes, macroinvertebrates, and YoY fish. significance was tested using 9999 permutations; p values at which 
effects are considered significant are set in boldface.
Factor total constrained explained Pseudo-F p
 inertia inertia (axis 1) variation (%)
macrophytes 1.29 0.56 43 3.06 < 0.05
macroinvertebrates 0.35 0.12 34 2.03 < 0.01
YoY fish 1.55 0.65 42 2.89 < 0.05
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Fig. 3. ordination graphs of first constrained ordination axis (cca1) with bay isolation (i) and residuals on the 
second axis (ca1) for (a) macrophytes, (b) macroinvertebrates, and (c) YoY fish. abbreviations of taxonomic 
names are underlined: (a) macrophytes Callitriche hermaphroditica, Ceratophyllum demersum, Chara aspera, 
Chara baltica, Chara canescens, Chara globularis, Chara horrida, Chara tomentosa, Chorda filum, Fucus vesiculo-
sus, Furcellaria lumbricalis, Hippuris vulgaris, Myriophyllum sibiricum, Myriophyllum spicatum, Najas marina, Pota-
mogeton pectinatus, Potamogeton perfoliatus, Ranunculus peltatus ssp. baudotii, Ranunculus circinatus, Ruppia 
cirrhosa, Ruppia maritima, and Tolypella nidifica; (b) macroinvertebrates anisoptera, Bithynia tentaculata, chirono-
midae, ceratopogonidae, coleoptera, Corophium volutator, Cyanophthalma obscura, Gammarus spp., Hediste 
diversicolor, hydrachnidae, Hydrobia spp., hydroptilidae, Idotea balthica, Idotea chelipes, Jaera albifrons, Macoma 
balthica, Mytilus edulis, Leptocheirus pilosus, ostracoda, Palaemon adspersus, Parvicardium hauniense, Phryga-
neidae, Piscicola geometra, Polycentropodidae, Potamopyrgus antipodarum, Praunus inermis, Radix balthica, 
Theodoxus fluviatilis, and Zygoptera; (c) YoY fish Abramis spp., Alburnus alburnus, Carassius carassius, Clupea 
harengus, Esox lucius, Gasterosteus aculeatus, Gymnocephalus cernuus, Perca fluviatilis, Phoxinus phoxinus, 
Pomatoschistus spp., Pungitius pungitius, Rutilus rutilus, Scardinius erythrophthalmus, Stizostedion lucioperca, 
Sprattus sprattus, and Tinca Tinca.
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bays, such as C. tomentosa (5.8 g DW sample–1) 
and Najas marina (0.38 g DW sample–1) (cal-
culations from biomass samples with > 75% 
dominance of one species). Species with a large 
residual variance in relation to CCA axis 1 and 
to the bay isolation gradient were Myriophyllum 
sibiricum, Ranunculus circinatus, Callitriche 
hermaphroditica, and Hippuris vulgaris.
Macroinvertebrate species that had their high-
est biomass in the open bays were the marine 
crustaceans Palaemon adspersus, Idotea balthica, 
Corophium volutator, Idotea chelipes, Jaera albi-
frons, and the bivalve Mytilus edulis (Fig. 3b). 
Macroinvertebrates that had their highest biomass 
in the isolated bays were the insect larvae of Cer-
atopogonidae, Zygoptera, Polycentropodidae, and 
Phryganeidae, as well as the water mite Hydraca-
rina and the fish leach Piscicola geometra.
The YOY fish found in higher abundance 
in the open bays were the freshwater species 
common minnow Phoxinus phoxinus, stickle-
backs Gasterosteus aculeatus/Pungitius pungitius, 
and the marine species sprat Sprattus sprattus and 
herring Clupea harengus. Warm-water-spawning 
cyprinids such as rudd Scardinius erythrophthal-
mus, crucian carp Carassius carassius, tench 
Tinca tinca, breams Abramis spp., and roach 
Rutilus rutilus, as well as pike Esox lucius were 
mainly found in more isolated bays (Fig. 3c).
Stable isotopes
Both the floral and faunal δ13C composition 
changed significantly along the bay isolation gra-
dient, while the δ15N composition did not change 
significantly (Table 3). The explained variation in 
floral δ13C was 53% (Table 3). The δ13C decreased 
with increased bay isolation for epiphytic algae, 
Myriophyllum spicatum, periphyton, and Chara 
spp. (Fig. 4a), while the opposite was the case for 
Fucus vesiculosus and Potamogeton pectinatus. 
The explained variation in faunal δ13C was 42%. 
The δ13C decreased with increased bay isolation 
for Cladocera, Odonata, Cyprinidae, Gammarus 
spp., Radix balthica, Theodoxus fluviatilis, and 
Chironomidae (Fig. 4b).
The combined change in δ13C and δ15N along 
the bay isolation gradient of both flora and fauna 
is presented in Fig. 5. Mean stable isotope ratios 
of taxa or functional groups were calculated for 
the two most open bays, the two intermediately 
isolated bays, and the two most isolated bays. 
In all three graphs, organisms living in the more 
pelagic zone or feeding on small particles from 
this zone, i.e., phytoplankton (included in POM) 
and filtering collectors, were separated from ben-
thic organisms on the δ13C axis. POM and the 
filtering collector Copepoda had low δ13C, while 
benthic algae, angiosperms, and benthic con-
sumers (T. fluviatilis, R. balthica, Gammarus 
spp., Chironomidae, Ostracoda, and Odonata) 
were more enriched in 13C. The filtering collec-
tors Cladocera and Parvicardium hauniense also 
had low δ13C, though they varied more in 13C 
enrichment. Angiosperms and Chara spp. were 
clearly more enriched in 13C than were epiphytic 
algae. Fucus vesiculosus was about as enriched 
as were the epiphytic algae in the open bays, but 
increased in 13C enrichment with increased bay 
isolation. The taxonomic groups of epiphytic 
algae had very similar, but still distinguishable, 
stable isotope values. The benthic consumers 
had δ13C between that of the epiphytes and that 
of the angiosperms and Chara spp., except for 
Ostracoda, which was considerably enriched in 
Table 3. redundancy analysis (rDa) testing for effects of bay isolation on stable isotope composition of flora and 
fauna. significance was tested using 9999 permutations; p values at which effects are considered significant are 
set in boldface.
Factor total constrained Percentage Pseudo-F p
 inertia inertia (axis 1) explained
   variation
Flora δ13c 30.4 16.1 53% 4.53 < 0.05
Flora δ15n 30.2 11.3 38% 2.41 0.11
Fauna δ13c 35.3 14.9 42% 2.93 < 0.05
Fauna δ15n 19.5 2.85 15% 0.68 0.70
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13C. Although the δ15N composition of flora did 
not change significantly along the bay isolation 
gradient (Table 3), there was a tendency toward 
lower δ15N of P. pectinatus, Chara spp., and 
M. spicatum in the most isolated bays (Fig. 5). 
The small difference in δ15N between producers 
and consumers suggests that the fractionation 
between trophic levels was low.
The results of the diet-mixing model indicated 
that epiphytes and periphyton are more important 
food sources for the benthic consumers T. fluvia-
tilis, R. balthica, Gammarus spp., and Chirono-
midae than are the macrophytes Chara spp., M. 
spicatum, and P. pectinatus throughout the bay 
isolation gradient (Fig. 6). In the most open bays, 
macrophyte carbon did not contribute to the diet 
of T. fluviatilis and Chironomidae; however, the 
proportion of macrophyte carbon increased in the 
more isolated bays for these taxa. Macrophytes 
may account for up to approximately 40% of the 
carbon consumed by the benthic consumers in 
these bays, according to the specified model.
Discussion
We found a change in the community composi-
tion of both flora and fauna with increased shelter 
and isolation from the sea of Baltic Sea land-
uplift bays. Both the macrophyte and macroin-
vertebrate communities changed from a diverse 
mixture of marine and freshwater taxa with high 
overall biomass in open bays to communities 
with larger proportions of a few freshwater taxa 
with lower overall biomass in isolated bays. In 
contrast, the zooplankton and YOY-fish abun-
dance increased with increased bay isolation. The 
taxon composition of fish changed from a mix-
ture of marine and freshwater taxa to an increased 
proportion of warm-water-spawning freshwater 
taxa. The results are consistent with the general 
changes in taxon composition and population 
densities found previously with increased bay 
isolation (measured as decreased topographic 
openness) for macrophytes (Munsterhjelm 1997, 
Appelgren and Mattila 2005, Rosqvist et al. 
2010), macroinvertebrates (Hansen et al. 2008), 
zooplankton (Scheinin and Mattila 2010), and 
YOY fish (Snickars et al. 2009).
The concordant changes in the composition 
of macrophytes, invertebrates, and YOY fish 
could result from the similar responses of the 
communities to the significant changes in abi-
otic conditions along the bay isolation gradient. 
Decreased water circulation due to decreased 
topographic openness is known to affect the 
Fig. 4. ordination graphs of first constrained ordination axis (rDa1) with bay isolation (i) and residuals on the 
second axis (Pc1) for (a) δ13c of flora, and (b) δ13c of fauna. abbreviations of functional groups and taxonomic 
names are underlined: (a) Chara spp., epiphytic chlorophyta, epiphytic Phaeophyta, epiphytic rhodophyta, Fucus 
vesiculosus, Myriophyllum spicatum, particulate organic matter (Pom), periphyton, and Potamogeton pectinatus; 
(b) chironomidae, cladocera, copepoda, cyprinidae, Gammarus spp., odonata, ostracoda, Parvicardium hau-
niense, Radix balthica, and Theodoxus fluviatilis.
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Fig. 5. stable isotope 
signatures of functional 
groups or taxa along the 
bay isolation gradient. 
mean (± se) δ13c and 
δ15n were calculated from 
samples in two bays for 
each bay category. abbre-
viations of functional group 
and taxonomic names 
are underlined: primary 
producers Chara spp., 
epiphytic chlorophyta, 
epiphytic Phaeophyta, epi-
phytic rhodophyta, Fucus 
vesiculosus, Myriophyl-
lum spicatum, Phragmites 
australis, Potamogeton 
pectinatus, and terrestrial 
plants; filtering collectors 
cladocera, copepoda, and 
Parvicardium hauniense; 
scrapers Radix balthica 
and Theodoxus fluviatilis; 
shredders Gammarus 
spp.; gathering collec-
tors chironomidae and 
ostracoda; predators 
cyprinidae and odonata; 
periphyton; particulate 
organic matter (Pom); 
and sedimentary organic 
matter (som).
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macrophyte composition in these bays (Mun-
sterhjelm 1997), and has also been suggested 
to affect the taxon composition of macroinver-
tebrates (Hansen et al. 2008). Decreased water 
circulation can explain the decrease in the cover 
of macrophytes such as Ranunculus peltatus 
ssp. baudotii and Ruppia cirrhosa (Munster-
hjelm 1997) and the decrease in the biomass of 
filter-feeding bivalves such as Mytilus edulis 
(Hansen et al. 2008). In addition, early-season 
water temperature increases with increased bay 
isolation (Snickars et al. 2009), affecting the 
taxon composition of both flora and fauna (Mun-
sterhjelm 1997, Snickars et al. 2009, Scheinin 
and Mattila 2010). High spring temperature is 
for example crucial for the reproductive suc-
cess of warm-water-spawning freshwater fish 
species such as rudd Scardinius erythrophthal-
mus, roach Rutilus rutilus, pike Esox lucius, and 
perch Perca fluviatilis (Karås 1999, Sandström 
et al. 2005). Salinity is another strong structur-
ing factor for both flora and fauna in the Baltic 
Sea (Kautsky 1988, Snoeijs 1999, Lappalainen 
and Urho 2006, Aleksandrov et al. 2009). We 
did not record any large differences in salinity 
between the bays, nor any change in salinity 
with increased bay isolation. However, salinity 
changes temporarily and salinity in enclosed 
bays can fluctuate more than in open bays, as the 
isolated bays are proportionally more affected by 
precipitation, land runoff, and evaporation than 
are the open bays, which have a higher water 
exchange with the sea. In spring, salinity can 
become lower in isolated than more open bays 
(Scheinin and Mattila 2010), which may prevent 
the permanent establishment of some species of 
marine origin, such as the macroinvertebrates 
Palaemon adspersus and Idotea balthica, which 
have an approximate lower salinity tolerance 
of 5 PSU (Barnes 1994, BACC Author Team 
2008). Temporarily decreased salinity may, in 
contrast, benefit species of freshwater origin. For 
example, salinities below 4 PSU are crucial for 
the reproductive success of some freshwater fish 
species, since they are sensitive to higher salini-
ties during their embryonic development (e.g., 
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Fig. 6. mean proportion (± se) of epiphyte/periphyte and macrophyte (Chara spp., Myriophyllum spicatum, and 
Potamogeton pectinatus) carbon in the diets of the benthic consumers (a) Theodoxus fluviatilis, (b) Radix balthica, 
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roach; Schoefer 1979, Lappalainen and Urho 
2006, Härmä et al. 2008).
In more isolated bays, water can become 
stagnant due to a combination of low wave 
action, low water exchange with the sea, and 
dense vegetation. Larger fluctuations in dis-
solved oxygen concentration and pH in isolated 
bays are likely due to their stagnant conditions, 
high primary productivity, and accumulated 
organic-rich sediments. Oxygen concentration 
and pH will follow the photosynthetic and res-
piration cycle of the primary producers (Wetzel 
2001, Brönmark and Hansson 2005). High res-
piration rates of consumers can further lower 
the dissolved oxygen concentration, and exten-
sive respiration rates during the degradation of 
organic material can lead to anoxic conditions 
and the formation of toxic hydrogen sulphide 
(H
2
S). Organisms established in isolated bays 
must therefore be able to cope with these fluctua-
tions in abiotic conditions.
Macrovegetation is an important habitat mod-
ifier in littoral systems, as it provides habitat 
structure for other organisms (Orth et al. 1984, 
Diehl and Kornijów 1998, Hemminga and Duarte 
2000), facilitating shelter from predation and 
niche separation. Macroinvertebrate biomass or 
abundance is often found to be positively related 
to macrophyte biomass or surface area (Diehl 
and Kornijów 1998, Attrill et al. 2000, Taniguchi 
2003). The decrease in macrophyte biomass with 
increased bay isolation we recorded can therefore 
partly explain the low macroinvertebrate biomass 
found in the most isolated bays. Inter-specific 
differences in the habitat quality of Baltic Sea 
macrophytes have been shown for invertebrates 
(Hansen et al. 2010) and fish (Snickars et al. 
2010), so the changed composition of macro-
phytes can affect the faunal community through 
altered habitat structure. In addition, plants differ 
in their quality as food, so a change in the 
composition of primary producers, such as a 
decreased proportion of epiphytes, could explain 
the changed composition of consumers along 
the bay isolation gradient. Such an effect will be 
significant only if consumers do not display plas-
ticity in feeding ecology and cannot adapt to the 
changed composition of food sources.
The most prominent effect of increased bay 
isolation reflected in the stable isotope ratios was 
13C depletion of most primary producers. It was 
therefore not possible to interpret changes in 
δ13C of consumers as a direct sign of change in 
resource utilization. However, most of the benthic 
primary consumers (the herbivorous/omnivorous 
Theodoxus fluviatilis, Radix balthica, Gamma-
rus spp., and Chironomidae) had δ13C signatures 
close to those of epiphytes and periphyton, and 
changed in δ13C in a way similar to the epiphytes 
and periphyton along the bay isolation gradient. 
This result suggests that these primary producers 
are important food sources for the animals, either 
directly or indirectly through a microbial food 
chain. This corresponds to previous knowledge 
of the feeding ecology of herbivorous littoral 
macroinvertebrates in the Baltic Sea, which feed 
predominantly on periphyton and epiphytes rather 
than on coarsely structured algae and angiosperms 
(e.g. Skoog 1978 [T. fluviatilis and R. balthica], 
Goecker and Kåll 2003 [Gammarus and Idotea], 
Orav-Kotta and Kotta 2004 [Idotea], Boström and 
Mattila 2005 [Idotea], and Råberg and Kautsky 
2008 [T. fluviatilis and Idotea]). However, these 
primary consumers were less depleted in 13C than 
were epiphytes and periphyton, which implies 
that angiosperms and Chara spp. may also be 
important carbon sources for these animals, either 
fresh or as phytodetritus. The diet-mixing model 
revealed that angiosperms and charophytes can 
constitute up to approximately 40% of the carbon 
source for the consumers T. fluviatilis, R. balthica, 
Gammarus spp., and Chironomidae. For two of 
these consumers, T. fluviatilis and Chironomi-
dae, a shift in diet was indicated along the bay 
isolation gradient. In open bays, the utilization of 
angiosperm and charophyte carbon was negligi-
ble, but their importance as food sources increased 
with increased bay isolation, probably due to 
decreased amounts of epiphytes. These results 
are in line with findings regarding seagrass eco-
systems: epiphytes are the most important food 
source for most invertebrate primary consumers 
in these ecosystems, but the relative importance of 
epiphyte or seagrass food sources varies spatially, 
and seagrass detritus can be a significant food 
source in some areas (Fry 2006).
We could not distinguish any difference in 
the utilization of periphyton and epiphytes or 
between different epiphytic algae as these had 
very similar stable isotope signatures. In addi-
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tion, it should be noted that the δ13C of Fucus 
vesiculosus was similar to that of epiphytes 
in the most open bays, and similar to that of 
angiosperms and Chara spp. in the intermedi-
ately isolated and most isolated bays; indicating 
that Fucus vesiculosus is as likely to be a food 
source as are epiphytes or the other examined 
macrophytes. However, the cover of F. vesiculo-
sus was very low in the most isolated bays (< 1% 
cover), and, together with the higher δ15N of F. 
vesiculosus in relation to the consumers in these 
bays, makes it a less likely food source here.
Ostracoda had a very different stable isotope 
signature as compared with that of the other 
benthic primary consumers. The high δ13C we 
recorded suggests that they rely on a completely 
different diet as compared with the other faunal 
taxa. The high δ13C may also be a result of a 
different morphology or chemistry of the taxon, 
such as a different lipid content and C to N ratio 
(Post et al. 2007, Logan et al. 2008). Ostracoda 
was indeed found to have a considerably higher 
ratio of C to N in comparison with the other 
faunal taxa, making interpretation of differences 
in stable isotope values in comparison with the 
other animals difficult. The secondary consum-
ers Cyprinidae and Odonata had the highest 
δ15N, reflecting their known carnivorous feeding 
(Corbet 1980, Johnson et al. 1987, Peterka and 
Matěna 2009). Both these predators had lower 
δ13C in the intermediately and most isolated 
bays, possibly linked to the change in δ13C of 
their potential prey organisms, i.e., small crusta-
ceans and insect larvae.
The two zooplankton orders, Cladocera and 
Copepoda, had clearly separate stable isotope sig-
natures, indicating differences in their diet. This 
result is in line with previous findings regarding 
lakes (Meili et al. 1996, Karlsson et al. 2004). The 
similar stable isotope values of Cladocera and 
periphyton in the most open bays imply that peri-
phyton may be an important diet for Cladocera 
in these bays. Cladocera were more depleted in 
both 13C and 15N in the intermediately isolated 
and isolated bays, possibly due to utilization 
of organic matter of terrestrial origin, which is 
depleted in 13C and 15N. In comparison, Copepoda 
were depleted in 13C in all bays. The depletion in 
zooplankton 13C in relation to POM suggests that 
they must selectively use food sources that are 
more depleted in 13C than is the bulk POM. The 
zooplankton may utilize smaller-sized carbon 
sources than we obtained in our POM samples 
(10 µm). In support of this possibility, the lowest 
δ13C of Copepoda and δ15N of Cladocera was 
observed in the intermediately isolated bays with 
the highest turbidity. In comparison, Jones et al. 
(1999) documented 13C depletion of zooplankton 
with increased water colour in forest lakes in 
southern Finland. The stable isotopic signatures 
of the zooplankton we recorded may thus be 
derived from the utilization of dissolved or small-
sized particulate carbon of terrestrial origin, pos-
sibly altered though microbial processes (Jones et 
al. 1999, Karlsson et al. 2004). Such utilization 
of terrestrial carbon may also occur in the case of 
the filter-feeding bivalve Parvicardium hauniense 
in the intermediately isolated and turbid bays, as 
this bivalve was depleted in 13C here. Our results 
suggest that the importance of terrestrial carbon 
as a food source is not critically related to bay 
isolation, but should be studied more in relation 
to other characteristics of the bays, such as tur-
bidity, which in turn is affected by for example 
features of the catchment area. Examination of 
differences in stable isotope values between dif-
ferent size fractions of organic particles would 
further contribute to a better understanding of the 
influence of terrestrial energy on the aquatic food 
web in the bays.
The substantial 15N enrichment of the gastro-
pod T. fluviatilis in relation to the other consum-
ers suggests that it feeds on heterotrophic organ-
isms rather than strictly on primary producers. 
Similarly, Jephson et al. (2008) also found 15N 
enrichment of T. fluviatilis in relation to other 
consumers in habitats of the seagrass Zostera 
marina on the Swedish southeast coast. In con-
trast to T. fluviatilis, we found that R. balthica 
had lower δ15N, suggesting a larger proportion 
of fresh primary producers in the diet of this 
species. Jephson et al. (2008) also documented 
lower δ15N in R. balthica than in T. fluviatilis, 
indicating that this may be a general pattern. 
Differences in fractionation level between organ-
isms could, however, also explain the higher 
15N enrichment of T. fluviatilis than of the other 
consumers. Fractionation between trophic levels 
can vary considerably, depending on metabolic 
processes and on the δ15N and C:N of the food 
16 Hansen et al. • Boreal env. res. vol. 17
source (Vander Zanden and Rasmussen 2001, 
Vanderklift and Ponsard 2003, Caut et al. 2009) 
and must be tested for consumers in the shallow 
sheltered Baltic Sea bays before further exami-
nation of the food web in this ecosystem. The 
close δ15N of primary producers and consum-
ers we found imply lower fractionation in the 
studied bays than what is commonly assumed 
(3.4‰; Vander Zanden and Rasmussen 2001, 
Post 2002), and recently have been recorded in 
sandy exposed bays in the northern Baltic Sea 
(Nordström et al. 2009). The potentially low 
fractionation level we found, however, is similar 
to the results of Syväranta and Jones (2009) for 
littoral organisms in a Finnish lake. Gastropods 
have previously been used as primary consumer 
baselines for calculating higher trophic positions 
(Post 2002). But in agreement with Syväranta 
and Jones (2009), our findings of high δ15N of 
T. fluviatilis suggest that some gastropods, gen-
erally regarded as primary consumers, may be 
inappropriate as indicators of trophic baselines 
in littoral systems. We did not find any change 
in faunal δ15N with bay isolation. This sug-
gests that the investigated faunal taxa occupy 
stable trophic positions along the bay isolation 
gradient, despite altered composition of food 
sources and omnivorous feeding capabilities of 
the investigated consumers.
The recorded changes in the stable isotope 
signatures of the primary producers could rep-
resent a response to changed hydrological and 
chemical conditions in the bays with increased 
bay isolation. In stagnant water during high 
photosynthetic activity, carbon can become a 
growth-limiting element (Vadstrup and Madsen 
1995), and such conditions are probably more 
frequent in isolated than open bays. Uptake of 
carbon in the form of bicarbonate (HCO
3
–) is 
common among aquatic plants, and increased 
such uptake could explain the increased δ13C of 
F. vesiculosus and P. pectinatus with increased 
bay isolation (Keeley and Sandquist 1992). The 
decrease in δ13C of the other benthic primary 
producers with increased bay isolation could 
be due to decreased growth rate (Carvalho et 
al. 2009) because of increased competition for 
carbon, but could also arise from an increased 
uptake of carbon of respiratory origin (Keeley 
and Sandquist 1992). In stagnant shallow waters, 
carbon of respiratory origin may constitute a 
significant proportion of the available pool, due 
to high decomposition rate in organic-rich sedi-
ments and to plant respiration at night. The 
lower δ15N found for angiosperms and Chara 
spp. in the most isolated bays may arise from a 
generally higher availability of nitrogen in the 
organic-rich sediments here (Jones et al. 2004). 
The differences in the stable isotopic signa-
tures of the primary producers reflect differ-
ences in the ecology of species and how they are 
affected by changed environmental conditions, 
and should be further examined to achieve a 
better understanding of the processes in the shal-
low sheltered Baltic Sea bays.
Conclusions
Shallow sheltered Baltic Sea bays are complex 
littoral systems that change in floral and faunal 
taxon composition as they become more shel-
tered and isolated from the sea due to post-glacial 
land uplift and sedimentation. The use of stable 
isotopes to study changes in food-web structure 
with bay isolation was found to be difficult, 
as changes in δ13C of consumers could not be 
unambiguously interpreted as a sign of change 
in resource utilization, since the δ13C in primary 
producers also changed along the bay isolation 
gradient. In addition, fractionation among con-
sumers appeared to differ from that commonly 
reported and must be further examined. However, 
epiphytes and periphyton seem to be the most 
important food sources for most benthic primary 
consumers, though the relative importance of epi-
phyte/periphyte versus macrophyte carbon varies 
spatially. Some investigated benthic consumers 
varied little in resource utilization along the bay 
isolation gradient, while other taxa shifted diet, 
accompanying the changes in floral composition. 
Stable isotope ratios for filter feeders indicated a 
possible utilization of food sources of terrestrial 
origin. The importance of terrestrial carbon as 
a food source could, however, not critically be 
related to bay isolation, but seems related to other 
characteristics of the bays, such as turbidity. The 
faunal δ15N values indicated that the investigated 
taxa occupied stable trophic positions along the 
bay isolation gradient.
Boreal env. res. vol. 17 • Taxon composition and food-web structure in Baltic Sea bays 17
Acknowledgements: We acknowledge M. Hjelm, G. Johans-
son, and J. Persson for cooperation during vegetation and 
fish examinations, G. Kolb and K. Mellbrand for assistance 
with biomass sampling, and A. Lindström for assistance with 
sorting and preparing the samples before analyses. We are 
grateful for review of the manuscript by M. Snickars and 
one anonymous reviewer. The study was jointly financed 
by grants from C.F. Lundströms stiftelse and the Stockholm 
University Marine Research Centre (to J.P.H) and from His 
Majesty Carl XVI Gustaf’s Foundation for Science and Edu-
cation (to S.A.W).
References
Aleksandrov S.V., Zhigalova N.N. & Zezera A.S. 2009. 
Long-term dynamics of zooplankton in the southeast-
ern Baltic Sea. Russian Journal of Marine Biology 35: 
296–304.
Appelgren K. & Mattila J. 2005. Variation in vegetation 
communities in shallow bays of the northern Baltic Sea. 
Aquatic Botany 83: 1–13.
Argus D.F. & Peltier W.R. 2010. Constraining models of 
postglacial rebound using space geodesy: a detailed 
assessment of model ICE-5G (VM2) and its relatives. 
Geophysical Journal International 181: 697–723.
Åse L.E. 1994. Eustasy, climate and shore-displacement: the 
Stockholm perspective. Geografiska Annaler Series A: 
Physical Geography 76: 83–96.
Attrill M.J., Strong J.A. & Rowden A.A. 2000. Are macroin-
vertebrate communities influenced by seagrass structural 
complexity? Ecography 23: 114–121.
Attrill M.J., Rundle S.D., Fraser A. & Power M. 2009. Oligo-
chaetes as a possible entry route for terrigenous organic 
carbon into estuarine benthic food webs. Marine Ecol-
ogy Progress Series 384: 147–157.
BACC Author Team 2008. Assessment of climate change for 
the Baltic Sea basin. Springer, Berlin–Heidelberg.
Barnes R.S.K. 1994. The brackish-water fauna of northwest-
ern Europe. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 
UK.
Berglund S., Kautsky U., Lindborg T. & Selroos J.O. 2009. 
Integration of hydrological and ecological modelling for 
the assessment of a nuclear waste repository. Hydrogeol-
ogy Journal 17: 95–113.
Boström C. & Mattila J. 2005. Effects of isopod grazing: an 
experimental comparison in temperate (Idotea balthica, 
Baltic Sea, Finland) and subtropical (Erichsonella atten-
uata, Gulf of Mexico, USA) ecosystems. Crustaceana 
78: 185–200.
Brönmark C. & Hansson L.-A. 2005. The biology of lakes 
and ponds, 2nd ed. Oxford University Press, Oxford, 
UK.
Carvalho M.C., Hayashizaki K.-I. & Ogawa H. 2009. Carbon 
stable isotope discrimination: a possible growth index 
for kelp Undaria pinnatifida. Marine Ecology Progress 
Series 381: 71–82.
Caut S., Angulo E. & Courchamp F. 2009. Variation in dis-
crimination factors (Δ15N and Δ13C): the effect of diet 
isotopic values and applications for diet reconstruction. 
Journal of Applied Ecology 46: 443–453.
Chanton J. & Lewis F.G. 2002. Examination of coupling 
between primary and secondary production in a river-
dominated estuary: Apalachicola Bay, Florida, USA. 
Limnology and Oceanography 47: 683–697.
Corbet P.S. 1980. Biology of Odonata. Annual Review of 
Entomology 25: 189–217.
Diehl S. & Kornijów R. 1998. Influence of submerged mac-
rophytes on trophic interactions among fish and macroin-
vertebrates. In: Jeppesen E., Søndergaard M., Sønder-
gaard M. & Christoffersen K. (eds.), The structuring role 
of macrophytes in lakes, Springer, New York, pp. 24–46.
Eriksson B.K., Sandström A., Isæus M., Schreiber H. & 
Karås P. 2004. Effects of boating activities on aquatic 
vegetation in the Stockholm archipelago, Baltic Sea. 
Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 61: 339–349.
Fox S.E., Teichberg M., Olsen Y.S., Heffner L. & Valiela I. 
2009. Restructuring of benthic communities in eutrophic 
estuaries: lower abundance of prey leads to trophic shifts 
from omnivory to grazing. Marine Ecology Progress 
Series 380: 43–57.
Fry B. 2006. Stable isotope ecology. Springer, New York.
Goecker M.E. & Kåll S.E. 2003. Grazing preferences of 
marine isopods and amphipods on three prominent algal 
species in the Baltic Sea. Journal of Sea Research 50: 
309–314.
Håkansson L. 2008. Factors and criteria to quantify coastal 
area sensitivity/vulnerability to eutrophication: presen-
tation of a sensitivity index based on morphometrical 
parameters. International Review of Hydrobiology 93: 
372–388.
Hansen J.P., Sagerman J. & Wikström S.A. 2010. Effects of 
plant morphology on small-scale distribution of inverte-
brates. Marine Biology 157: 2143–2155.
Hansen J.P., Wikström S.A. & Kautsky L. 2008. Effects of 
water exchange and vegetation on the macroinvertebrate 
fauna composition of shallow land-uplift bays in the 
Baltic Sea. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 77: 
535–547.
Härmä M., Lappalainen A. & Urho L. 2008. Reproduction 
areas of roach (Rutilus rutilus) in the northern Baltic 
Sea: potential effects of climate change. Canadian Jour-
nal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 65: 2678–2688.
Hemminga M.A. & Duarte C.M. 2000. Seagrass ecology. 
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK.
Ingmar T. 1975. Sjöavsnörningar från aktualgeologiska 
synpunkter. En översikt. Meddelanden från Växtbiolo-
giska institutionen, Uppsala 1975:1. Uppsala University, 
Sweden.
Isæus M. 2004. Factors structuring Fucus communities at 
open and complex coastlines in the Baltic Sea. Ph.D. 
thesis, Department of Botany, Stockholm University.
Jephson T., Nyström P., Moksnes P.O. & Baden S.P. 2008. 
Trophic interactions in Zostera marina beds along the 
Swedish coast. Marine Ecology Progress Series 369: 
63–76.
Johnson D.M., Pierce C.L., Martin T.H., Watson C.N., 
Bohanan R.E. & Crowley P.H. 1987. Prey depletion by 
odonate larvae: combining evidence from multiple field 
18 Hansen et al. • Boreal env. res. vol. 17
experiments. Ecology 68: 1459–1465.
Jones R.I., Grey J., Sleep D. & Arvola L. 1999. Stable iso-
tope analysis of zooplankton carbon nutrition in humic 
lakes. Oikos 86: 97–104.
Jones R.I., King L., Dent M.M., Maberly S.C. & Gibson 
C.E. 2004. Nitrogen stable isotope ratios in surface 
sediments, epilithon and macrophytes from upland lakes 
with differing nutrient status. Freshwater Biology 49: 
382–391.
Karlsson J., Jonsson A., Meili M. & Jansson M. 2004. δ15N 
of zooplankton species in subarctic lakes in northern 
Sweden: effects of diet and trophic fractionation. Fresh-
water Biology 49: 526–534.
Karås P. 1999. Rekryteringsmiljöer för kustbetånd av 
abborre, gädda och gös [Recruitment areas for stocks 
of perch, pike and pikeperch in the Baltic]. Swedish 
National Board of Fisheries, Sweden. [In Swedish, with 
English summary].
Kautsky H. 1988. Factors structuring the phytobenthic com-
munities in the Baltic Sea. Ph.D. thesis, Department of 
Zoology, University of Stockholm.
Keeley J.E. & Sandquist D.R. 1992. Carbon: freshwater 
plants. Plant, Cell and Environment 15: 1021–1035.
Kotta J., Torn K., Martin G., Orav-Kotta H. & Paalme 
T. 2004. Seasonal variation in invertebrate grazing on 
Chara connivens and C. tomentosa in Kõiguste Bay, NE 
Baltic Sea. Helgoland Marine Research 58: 71–76.
Lappalainen A. & Urho L. 2006. Young-of-the-year fish 
species composition in small coastal bays in the north-
ern Baltic Sea, surveyed with beach seine and small 
underwater detonations. Boreal Environment Research 
11: 431–440.
Legendre P. & Legendre L. 1998. Numerical ecology, 2nd 
English ed. Elsevier, Amsterdam.
Logan J.M., Jardine T.D., Miller T.J., Bunn S.E., Cunjak 
R.A. & Lutcavage M.E. 2008. Lipid corrections in 
carbon and nitrogen stable isotope analyses: comparison 
of chemical extraction and modelling methods. Journal 
of Animal Ecology 77: 838–846.
McCutchan J.H., Lewis W.M., Kendall C. & McGrath C.C. 
2003. Variation in trophic shift for stable isotope ratios 
of carbon, nitrogen, and sulfur. Oikos 102: 378–390.
Meili M., Kling G.W., Fry B., Bell R.T. & Ahlgren I. 1996. 
Sources and partitioning of organic matter in a pelagic 
microbial food web inferred from the isotopic composi-
tion (δ13C and δ15N) of zooplankton species. Archieve 
für Hydrobiologie — Advances in Limnology 48: 53–61.
Merritt R.W. & Cummins K.W. 1984. An introduction to 
the aquatic insects of North America. Kendall-Hunt, 
Dubuque, IA.
Merritt R.W. & Cummins K.W. 2006. Trophic relationships 
of macroinvertebrates. In: Hauer F.R. & Lamberti G.A. 
(eds.), Methods in stream ecology, 2nd ed, Elsevier, 
Amsterdam, pp. 585–609.
Moncreiff C.A. & Sullivan M.J. 2001. Trophic importance 
of epiphytic algae in subtropical seagrass beds: evidence 
from multiple stable isotope analyses. Marine Ecology 
Progress Series 215: 93–106.
Munsterhjelm R. 1997. The aquatic macrophyte vegetation 
of flads and gloes, S coast of Finland. Acta Botanica 
Fennica 157: 1–68.
Munsterhjelm R. 2005. Natural succession and human-
induced changes in the soft-bottom macrovegetation 
of shallow brackish bays on the southern coast of Fin-
land. Walter and Andrée Nottbeck Foundation Scientific 
Reports 26: 1–54.
Nordström M., Aarnio K. & Bonsdorff E. 2009. Temporal 
variability of a benthic food web: patterns and processes 
in a low-diversity system. Marine Ecology Progress 
Series 378: 13–26.
Oksanen J., Kindt R., Legendre P., O’Hara B., Simpson G.L., 
Solymos P., Stevens M.H.H. & Wagner H. 2009. Vegan: 
community ecology package, R package ver. 1.15–4. 
Available at http://CRAN.R-project.org/package=vegan.
Orav-Kotta H. & Kotta J. 2004. Food and habitat choice of 
the isopod Idotea baltica in the northeastern Baltic Sea. 
Hydrobiologia 514: 79–85.
Orth R.J., Heck K.L. & van Montfrans J. 1984. Faunal com-
munities in seagrass beds: a review of the influence of 
plant structure and prey characteristics on predator-prey 
relationships. Estuaries 7: 339–350.
Påsse T. & Andersson L. 2005. Shore-level displacement in 
Fennoscandia calculated from empirical data. GFF 127: 
253–268.
Persson J., Håkanson L. & Pilesjö P. 1994. Prediction of sur-
face water turnover time in coastal waters using digital 
bathymetric information. Environmetrics 5: 433–449.
Persson J. & Johansson G. 2007. Manual för basinventering 
av marina habitat (1150, 1160 och 1650). Metoder för 
kartering av undervattensvegetation, version 5. Swedish 
Environmental Protection Agency, Stockholm.
Peterka J. & Matěna J. 2009. Differences in feeding selectiv-
ity and efficiency between young-of-the-year European 
perch (Perca fluviatilis) and roach (Rutilus rutilus): field 
observations and laboratory experiments on the impor-
tance of prey movement apparency vs. evasiveness. 
Biologia 64: 786–794.
Peterson B.J. 1999. Stable isotopes as tracers of organic 
matter input and transfer in benthic food webs: a review. 
Acta Oecologica 20: 479–487.
Phillips D.L. & Gregg J.W. 2001. Uncertainty in source par-
titioning using stable isotopes. Oecologia 127: 171–179.
Post D.M. 2002. Using stable isotopes to estimate trophic 
position: models, methods, and assumptions. Ecology 
83: 703–718.
Post D.M., Layman C.A., Arrington D.A., Takimoto G., 
Quattrochi J. & Montaña C.G. 2007. Getting to the fat of 
the matter: models, methods and assumptions for dealing 
with lipids in stable isotope analyses. Oecologia 152: 
179–189.
R Development Core Team 2009. R: a language and envi-
ronment for statistical computing. R Foundation for 
Statistical Computing, Vienna.
Råberg S. & Kautsky L. 2008. Grazer identity is crucial 
for facilitating growth of the perennial brown alga 
Fucus vesiculosus. Marine Ecology Progress Series 361: 
111–118.
Rosqvist K., Mattila J., Sandstöm A., Snickars M. & Wester-
bom M. 2010. Regime shifts in vegetation composition 
of Baltic Sea coastal lagoons. Aquatic Botany 93: 39–46.
Boreal env. res. vol. 17 • Taxon composition and food-web structure in Baltic Sea bays 19
Sandström A., Eriksson B.K., Karås P., Isæus M. & Schreiber 
H. 2005. Boating and navigation activities influence 
the recruitment of fish in a Baltic Sea archipelago area. 
Ambio 34: 125–130.
Savage C. & Elmgren R. 2004. Macroalgal (Fucus vesicu-
losus) δ15N values trace decrease in sewage influence. 
Ecological Applications 14: 517–526.
Scheinin M. & Mattila J. 2010. The structure and dynam-
ics of zooplankton communities in shallow bays in the 
northern Baltic Sea during a single growing season. 
Boreal Environment Research 15: 397–412.
Schoefer M. 1979. Investigation of the capability of roach 
(Rutilus rutilus L.) to reproduce in brackish water. 
Archieve für Hydrobiologie 86: 371–395.
Skoog G. 1978. Influence of natural food items on growth 
and egg-production in brackish water populations of 
Lymnea peregra and Theodoxus fluviatilis (Mollusca). 
Oikos 31: 340–348.
Snickars M., Sandström A., Lappalainen A. & Mattila J. 
2007. Evaluation of low impact pressure waves as a 
quantitative sampling method for small fish in shallow 
water. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and 
Ecology 343: 138–147.
Snickars M., Sandström A., Lappalainen A., Mattila J., 
Rosqvist K. & Urho L. 2009. Fish assemblages in 
coastal lagoons in land-uplift succession: the relative 
importance of local and regional environmental gradi-
ents. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 81: 247–256.
Snickars M., Sundblad G., Sandström A., Ljunggren L., 
Bergström U., Johansson G. & Mattila J. 2010. Hab-
itat selectivity of substrate-spawning fish: modelling 
requirements for the Eurasian perch Perca fluviatilis. 
Marine Ecology Progress Series 398: 235–243.
Snoeijs P. 1999. Marine and brackish waters. Acta Phytogeo-
graphica Suecica 84: 187–212.
Syväranta J. & Jones R.I. 2009. Isotopic variability in 
lake littoral organisms presents a challenge for food 
web studies. Verhandlungen Internationale Vereinigung 
für theoretische und angewandte Limnologie 30: 1193–
1196.
Taniguchi H., Nakano S. & Tokeshi M. 2003. Influences of 
habitat complexity on the diversity and abundance of 
epiphytic invertebrates on plants. Freshwater Biology 
48: 718–728.
Vadstrup M. & Madsen T.V. 1995. Growth limitation of 
submerged aquatic macrophytes by inorganic carbon. 
Freshwater Biology 34: 411–419.
Vander Zanden M.J. & Rasmussen J.B. 2001. Variation in 
δ15N and δ13C trophic fractionation: implications for 
aquatic food web studies. Limnology and Oceanography 
46: 2061–2066.
Vanderklift M.A. & Ponsard S. 2003. Sources of variation in 
consumer-diet δ15N enrichment: a meta-analysis. Oeco-
logia 136: 169–182.
Wetzel R.G. 2001. Limnology. Lake and river ecosystems, 
3rd ed. Academic Press/Elsevier.
20 Hansen et al. • Boreal env. res. vol. 17
A
pp
en
di
x.
 m
ea
n 
va
lu
es
 o
f s
ta
bl
e 
is
ot
op
es
 o
f c
ar
bo
n 
(c
) a
nd
 n
itr
og
en
 (n
) i
n 
sa
m
pl
es
 o
f f
un
ct
io
na
l g
ro
up
s 
an
d 
ta
xa
 fr
om
 th
e 
si
x 
su
rv
ey
ed
 b
ay
s.
 B
ay
s 
ar
e 
ra
nk
ed
 a
cc
or
di
ng
 to
 in
cr
ea
s-
in
g 
is
ol
at
io
n 
fro
m
 th
e 
se
a 
(a
–F
). 
Fu
ll 
na
m
es
 o
f t
he
 b
ay
s 
ar
e 
gi
ve
n 
in
 t
ab
le
 1
 a
nd
 lo
ca
tio
ns
 a
re
 s
ho
w
n 
in
 F
ig
. 1
. n
.d
. =
 n
o 
da
ta
.
 
δ
13
c
 
δ
15
n
 
B
ay
 in
de
x 
B
ay
 in
de
x
 
 
Fu
nc
tio
na
l g
ro
up
/t
ax
a 
ti
ss
ue
 
a 
B
 
c
 
D
 
e
 
F 
a 
B
 
c
 
D
 
e
 
F
P
rim
ar
y 
pr
od
uc
er
 
e
pi
ph
yt
ic
 a
lg
ae
 
 
e
pi
ph
yt
ic
 c
hl
or
op
hy
ta
 
th
al
lu
s 
–1
6.
3 
–1
7.
8 
–1
9.
2 
–2
1.
0 
–1
8.
1 
–2
1.
2 
1.
0 
4.
4 
4.
6 
3.
1 
2.
7 
3.
0
 
 
e
pi
ph
yt
ic
 P
ha
eo
ph
yt
a 
th
al
lu
s 
–1
4.
2 
–1
8.
1 
–1
7.
8 
–1
8.
3 
–1
8.
5 
–1
9.
3 
2.
2 
2.
5 
3.
1 
3.
5 
4.
2 
2.
3
 
 
e
pi
ph
yt
ic
 r
ho
do
ph
yt
a 
th
al
lu
s 
–1
4.
8 
–1
6.
0 
–1
9.
8 
–2
0.
4 
–1
8.
2 
–2
2.
0 
2.
6 
3.
6 
5.
5 
4.
6 
4.
8 
4.
3
P
rim
ar
y 
pr
od
uc
er
 
c
oa
rs
e 
al
ga
e
 
 
Fu
cu
s 
ve
si
cu
lo
su
s 
to
p 
th
al
lu
s 
–1
5.
0 
–1
5.
5 
–1
3.
7 
–1
2.
3 
–1
2.
1 
–1
2.
9 
3.
1 
3.
0 
4.
7 
4.
1 
4.
6 
5.
9
 
 
C
ha
ra
 s
pp
. 
to
p 
th
al
lu
s 
–9
.4
 
–1
2.
7 
–1
1.
8 
–1
2.
9 
–1
1.
9 
–1
3.
0 
0.
4 
–0
.8
 
4.
8 
–2
.9
 
–0
.5
 
–3
.5
P
rim
ar
y 
pr
od
uc
er
 
s
ub
m
er
ge
d 
an
gi
os
pe
rm
 
 
M
yr
io
ph
yl
lu
m
 s
pi
ca
tu
m
 
le
af
 
–7
.2
 
–9
.9
 
–1
0.
3 
–1
0.
1 
–1
1.
6 
–1
5.
1 
5.
9 
4.
2 
5.
4 
5.
2 
3.
8 
0.
9
 
 
P
ot
am
og
et
on
 p
ec
tin
at
us
 
le
af
 
–1
2.
2 
–9
.8
 
–1
2.
9 
–1
2.
0 
–9
.5
 
–9
.6
 
2.
9 
1.
8 
3.
7 
0.
4 
–0
.2
 
–6
.0
 
e
m
er
ge
d 
an
gi
os
pe
rm
 
 
P
hr
ag
m
ite
s 
au
st
ra
lis
 
le
af
 
–2
9.
0 
–2
7.
5 
–2
6.
6 
–2
7.
5 
–2
6.
5 
–2
5.
8 
2.
6 
5.
2 
3.
9 
2.
6 
3.
5 
3.
4
 
te
rr
es
tri
al
 a
ng
io
sp
er
m
 
 
A
ln
us
 g
lu
tin
os
a 
le
af
 
–2
9.
6 
–2
7.
0 
–2
8.
7 
–3
0.
2 
–2
9.
9 
–2
8.
7 
–2
.3
 
–1
.6
 
–2
.0
 
–1
.5
 
–2
.3
 
–2
.3
 
 
Ta
na
ce
tu
m
 v
ul
ga
re
/G
la
ux
 m
ar
iti
m
a 
le
af
 
–3
3.
4 
–3
0.
2 
–3
1.
4 
–3
3.
1 
–3
1.
9 
–3
0.
8 
–2
.5
 
–1
.9
 
–4
.2
 
–0
.1
 
–3
.5
 
–3
.8
Fi
lte
rin
g 
co
lle
ct
or
 (z
oo
pl
an
kt
on
)
 
c
op
ep
od
a 
W
ho
le
 a
ni
m
al
 
–2
3.
2 
–2
3.
0 
–2
5.
7 
–2
5.
3 
–2
2.
7 
–2
4.
2 
6.
8 
5.
9 
5.
8 
7.
3 
5.
2 
3.
4
 
c
la
do
ce
ra
 
W
ho
le
 a
ni
m
al
 
–1
6.
1 
–1
8.
8 
–2
2.
1 
n.
d.
 
–2
1.
4 
–2
3.
8 
1.
0 
3.
3 
–2
.8
 
n.
d.
 
0.
0 
1.
4
Fi
lte
rin
g 
co
lle
ct
or
 (b
iv
al
ve
)
 
P
ar
vi
ca
rd
iu
m
 h
au
ni
en
se
 
W
ho
le
 a
ni
m
al
 w
ith
ou
t s
he
ll 
–1
9.
5 
–1
9.
3 
–2
2.
6 
–2
5.
5 
–1
7.
9 
–2
1.
9 
3.
6 
5.
5 
4.
4 
5.
2 
3.
6 
2.
0
s
cr
ap
er
 (g
as
tro
po
d)
 
Th
eo
do
xu
s 
flu
vi
at
ili
s 
Fo
ot
 m
us
cl
e 
–1
2.
7 
–1
4.
7 
–1
4.
7 
–1
6.
1 
–1
4.
8 
–1
6.
8 
5.
6 
6.
1 
7.
3 
5.
8 
4.
2 
4.
9
 
R
ad
ix
 b
al
th
ic
a 
Fo
ot
 m
us
cl
e 
–1
4.
7 
–1
5.
6 
–1
4.
7 
–1
6.
8 
–1
6.
4 
–1
7.
1 
2.
7 
3.
6 
1.
0 
4.
2 
3.
1 
1.
4
s
hr
ed
de
r (
cr
us
ta
ce
an
)
 
G
am
m
ar
us
 s
pp
. 
e
xt
re
m
iti
es
 
–1
4.
1 
–1
6.
0 
–1
5.
9 
–1
7.
3 
–1
8.
0 
–1
7.
3 
2.
7 
3.
0 
3.
7 
4.
5 
2.
5 
2.
2
G
at
he
rin
g 
co
lle
ct
or
 
in
se
ct
 
 
c
hi
ro
no
m
id
ae
 
W
ho
le
 a
ni
m
al
 
–1
5.
9 
–1
7.
9 
–1
8.
6 
–1
4.
4 
–1
7.
9 
–1
8.
3 
2.
8 
4.
4 
5.
1 
5.
5 
3.
1 
1.
8
 
c
ru
st
ac
ea
n
 
 
o
st
ra
co
da
 
W
ho
le
 a
ni
m
al
 
–8
.5
 
–9
.1
 
–7
.6
 
–5
.9
 
n.
d.
 
–8
.1
 
–1
.6
 
4.
1 
2.
6 
3.
9 
n.
d.
 
1.
0
P
re
da
to
r
 
in
se
ct
 
 
o
do
na
ta
 
e
xt
re
m
iti
es
 
–1
4.
4 
–1
5.
8 
–1
7.
1 
n.
d.
 
–2
0.
4 
–1
8.
9 
5.
5 
4.
4 
6.
2 
n.
d.
 
5.
4 
3.
2
 
Fi
sh
 
 
c
yp
rin
id
ae
 
ta
il 
m
us
cl
e 
–1
4.
3 
n.
d.
 
–2
0.
5 
–1
9.
6 
–1
8.
2 
–2
0.
0 
7.
9 
n.
d.
 
8.
1 
8.
6 
7.
9 
5.
7
P
er
ip
hy
to
n 
 
–1
9.
0 
–1
7.
9 
–1
9.
5 
–2
0.
1 
n.
d.
 
–2
0.
9 
1.
7 
2.
6 
4.
0 
3.
1 
n.
d.
 
1.
4
P
ar
tic
ul
at
e 
or
ga
ni
c 
m
at
te
r (
P
o
m
) 
 
–2
0.
0 
–2
3.
7 
–2
3.
5 
–2
1.
6 
–2
1.
7 
–2
2.
8 
3.
5 
4.
4 
4.
3 
3.
9 
5.
0 
3.
1
s
ed
im
en
ta
ry
 o
rg
an
ic
 m
at
te
r (
s
o
m
) 
 
–1
8.
4 
–1
9.
2 
–2
1.
6 
–1
9.
1 
–1
9.
2 
–1
8.
6 
1.
8 
2.
0 
3.
3 
2.
1 
1.
5 
0.
7
